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DETAILED ACTION 



Response to Arguments 



1 . Applicant's arguments filed 8/3/05, have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. Applicant's main argument on pages 9-10 is that Cragun '683 does not teach 
'receiving the program data and program control data from a service provider', since the TV 
receiver is controlled by a computer system 10, which is local to the subscriber. However, 
examiner points out that Cragun clearly teach that the EPG data, including ratings information 
for censoring/filtering TV programming may be downloaded to the viewer from a wide range of 
service providers, such as web sits 48 associated with Christian organization, and social groups, 
broadcast networks 46, local affiliates 50 & local cable providers 32, see col. 9, lines 25-65. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 



2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 
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3. Claims 1-2, 6, 7, 10-13, 17-20, 22 & 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Cragun, (U.S. Pat # 5,973,683). 

Considering amended claim 1, the amended claimed 'system for controlling and 
managing presentation to viewers of TV, cable satellite, Internet, broadcast or other 
programming content, comprising a receiver adapted to receive from a service provider, a signal 
corresponding to a program and program control data associated with at least a first portion of 
the program, such that the program data comprises control instructions to alter the program 
according to the ratings attribute data', reads on the disclosure in Cragun (Fig. 2 & col. 7, lines 
25-67 thru col. 8, lines 1-35; col. 8, lines 55-65; col. 9, lines 45-67 thru col. 10, lines 1-36), of a 
computing system 10 receiving video programming and corresponding ratings information that 
used to control the receiver system to determine whether the instant video programming will be 
displayed, see col. 1 1, lines 28-34. 

In particular, Cragun teaches that different portions of a video program may contain 
different rating levels, such that some portions of the instant video program may be displayed to 
a particular viewer, while other portions of the same video program may be blocked from display 
to the same viewer, col. 11, lines 55-67 thru col.12, lines 1-15. The program control data 
received 'from a service provider' reads on the EPG data downloaded from various organizations 
that distribute TV programming censorship EPG's, such as web sites 48, broadcast networks 46, 
local affiliates 50 and local cable providers 32, see col. 9, lines 25-67. Cragun also discloses that 
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different organizations, such as Christian organizations or social groups maintain web sites, from 
which subscribers may download particular types of EPG that filter particular types of content. 

The claimed viewer interface adapted to receive information related to program 
presentation preferences of a viewer reads on the graphic user interface for visualizing and 
altering the downloaded TV guide and rating system, see col. 11, lines 19-40; col. 13, lines 1-21 
& Fig. 3 & Fig. 4. 

The claimed processor adapted to modify the content of at least the first portion of the 
program based on the data and program presentation preferences and to output the modified first 
portion of the program for presentation on a display with the remainder of the program is broad 
enough to read on the operation of the ' V-chip' disclosed in Cragun (col. 8, lines 25-35), which 
encodes broadcaster's encoded ratings of TV programs, such that at least a segment of a 
particular video program may be blocked based upon its ratings level, col. 1 1, lines 55-67 thru 
col.12, lines 1-15. 

Considering amended claims 2, 12-13 & 23, Cragun discloses that the system may block 
any segment of the video program that contains a ratings level higher than the threshold set for a 
particular viewer, col. 9, lines 45-67 & col. 11, lines 55-67 thru col.12, lines 1-15. 
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Considering amended claim 6, the amended claimed feature of 'user voting' , reads on the 
viewer in Cragun, altering the downloaded EPG to meet personal preferences, col. 11, lines 15- 
54. 

Considering amended claim 7, the amended claimed feature of, 'wherein the program 
control data is tabulated from viewer feedback', reads on the disclosure in Cragun, col. 10, lines 
8-21; col. 11, lines 19-55; col. 14, lines 45-67; col. 14, lines 19-46 & col. 16, lines 11-18. 

Considering amended claim 10, the amended claimed transmission facility for formatting 
programming, such that the transmission facility comprises a server for providing programming 
content and a data server for providing content, control data or both content and control data 
associated with multiple discrete portions of the programming content, reads on the operation of 
the broadcast distribution network, which includes the broadcast networks, multimedia providers 
and local cable providers, col. 7, lines 39-55 & col. 8, lines 56-65. Specifically, the claimed data 
server reads on the web site that provides the specialized TV program guides for the customer, 
see col. 10, lines 1-35. 

Considering amended claims 1 1 & 18, the claimed method for controlling and managing 
presentation of programs and portions of programs, include steps that correspond with subject 
matter mentioned in the rejection of claim 1, and are likewise treated. Regarding the claimed 
'multiple discrete segments of a program' recited in claim 18, the claimed feature reads on the 
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different segments of a video program that may have different ratings levels, and thus are 
discrete segments. 

Considering amended claim 17, the claimed feature of 'before modifying content, 
determining whether the portion to be modified exceeds a selected threshold percentage' reads 
on the disclosure in Cragun that when a selected program (or segment) has a rating that exceeds 
the censorship threshold, that the program (or segment) is censored, col. 11, lines 25-67. 

Considering claim 19, the content data in Cragun reads on ratings category and content 
attributes, see Abstract; col. 12, lines 1-10; col. 12, lines 42-67. 

Considering amended claim 20, the claimed feature of the content data relating to a 
predefined level of the content attribute reads on specific level that a segment or program is 
rated. For instance, Cragun discusses that when a program has a violence level that exceeds level 
4, that the segment would be blocked, depending on the user defined threshold, see col. 11, lines 
55-67. 

Considering amended claim 22, see col. 11, lines 55-67, which teaches that any time 
segment of a video program that exceeds a certain threshold may be blocked, which reads on the 
claimed subject matter. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 



5. Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Cragun, '683, in 
view of Cragun, (U.S. Pat # 5,481,296). 

Considering amended claim 3, even though Cragun '683 discloses that the system blocks 
offensive segments of a video program from being displayed, the reference does not explicitly 
teach that the instant segments may be deleted. Nevertheless, Cragun '296, which is in the same 
field of endeavor, discloses that a viewer has the option of editing video programming to delete 
offensive portions, col. 16, lines 36-55. It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made, to modify Cragun '683, locating and deleting an 
offensive portion of a video program, at least for the desirable improvement of allowing the 
viewer the option to record and view the particular video programming in a version or format 
that is acceptable, as shown by Cragun c 296. 
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6. Claims 4-5, 8-9, 14-16, 21 & 24-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Cragun, '683, in view of Block (U.S. Pat # 6,675,384). 

Considering amended claims 4, 8 & 14, Cragun '683 teaches blocking offensive 
programming, but does not disclose replacing the offensive programming with alternate material. 
Nevertheless, Block discloses a system that provides alternate programming for viewer that is 
not authorized to view a particular movie, Abstract; col. 4, lines 21-45; col. 13, lines 51-58. It 
would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made, 
to modify Cragun c 683 to provide viewers that have been denied access to requested video 
programming with alternate programming, as taught by Block, at least for the desirable 
improvement of presenting to the viewer more than just a blank screen or beeped audio. 

Considering claims 5, 9 & 15, Block teaches that the alternate programming may be 
provide over a different channel, col. 9, lines 1 1-25 & col. 13, lines 51-58. As for claim 9, the 
claimed external device adapted to communicate with the processor, the tuner for tuning within 
the signal to a second channel having an alternative audio or video component reads on the tuner 
in Block, which tunes to a second channel to receive alternate programming, col. 13, lines 51-58; 
col. 19, lines 17-35 & col. 22, lines 3-14. 

Considering amended claim 16, Cragun does not teach providing the user with an indicia 
indicating whether the portion will be modified. However, Block teaches providing a viewer of 
an appropriate message as a substitute for offensive scenes, col. 17, lines 65-67 thru col. 18, lines 
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1-54. It would have been obvious for one ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made, to modify Cragun with the teachings of Block, indicating to the viewer that a scene(s) has 
been blocked, at least for the desirable benefit of informing the viewer of the status, so that the 
instant viewer doesn't think that the TV system is not properly operating. 

Considering amended claim 21, Cragun does not discuss indicating whether the content 
data applies to video, audio or text components. However, Block discloses differentiating 
between the ratings of audio and the ratings of video, Abstract; col. 9, lines 41-56 & col 10, lines 
1-12. It would have been obvious for one ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made, to modify Cragun with the feature of indicating the rating level of audio and video for the 
desirable improvement of allowing the viewer to have selective access to the video and audio 
content separately, as taught by Block (col. 16, lines 31-58). 

Considering amended claim 24, the claimed method for providing dynamic user control 
over programming comprising providing the consumer electronic device with program control 
data synchronized to the programming wherein the program control data comprises varying 
control instructions to alter the program according to ratings attribute, corresponds with subject 
matter mentioned above in the rejection of claim 1, and is likewise treated, also see col. 13, lines 
45-50. 

The claimed feature of 'inputting the user's control setting that describe the type of 
programming the user desires to modify' and 'modifying the programming according to the 
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user's control setting ad displaying the modified programming to the user 5 , reads on the 
disclosure in Cragun of the user visualizing and altering downloaded program guide information, 
for filtering the incoming program, according to the downloaded censorship criteria and the 
user's preferences, col. 11, lines 15-55 & col. 12, lines 12-62. 

The claimed feature of, 'determining whether to display a particular program by 
comparing the ratings attribute to the user's control settings and threshold'; Cragun, col. 12, 
lines 12-24. 

Even though Cragun alters or blocks programming material according to a threshold, the 
reference does not teach the additional claimed feature of, 'determining how often portions of the 
programming will be modified, and if a number of modifications exceeds a threshold percentage, 
then the program is entirely blocked and the user is permitted to change the ratings attribute'. 
Nevertheless, Block which is in the same field of endeavor, teaches that if a certain percentage of 
a program would be blocked because of offensive subject matter (based on a particular content 
criteria level) that the program would not be viewed, col. 9, lines 25-67 thru col 10, lines 1-24 & 
col. 13, lines 10-56. Block goes on to teach that the viewer may then change the content criteria 
level, in order to determine how much programming would be blocked at the new content criteria 
level, see col. 9, lines 41-64. It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made, to modify Cragun with the feature of only blocking an entire video 
program after it is determined that a certain amount of the program would be blocked, above a 
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threshold, according to its content ratings, at least for the desirable improvement of allowing the 
viewer even more control of the censorship of TV programming, as taught by Block. 

Considering amended claim 25, the claimed use of a DVR to dynamically store/edit the 
programming so that it is seamlessly provided to the user, reads on the operation of the user's 
receiver unit, at least in Block, which generates the modified programming, col. 10, lines 14-24; 
col. 18, lines 10-40; Figs. 9-10. The claimed DVR reads on the memory used in subscriber 
station 20 to store programming, at least as the programming is being edited for the subscriber, 
see col. 18, lines 10-40 & col. 22, lines 51-67. 

Considering claim 26, Cragun teaches that content data is delivered via, an EPG, col. 9, 
lines 25-45 & col. 10, lines 1-8. 

Considering amended claim 27, the amended claimed feature of 'user voting 5 , reads on 
the viewer in Cragun, altering the downloaded EPG to meet personal preferences, col. 11, lines 
15-54. 

Considering amended claim 28, the amended claimed feature of, 'wherein the program 
control data is tabulated from viewer feedback', reads on the disclosure in Cragun, col. 10, lines 
8-21; col. 1 1, lines 19-55; col. 14, lines 45-67; col. 14, lines 19-46 & col. 16, lines 11-18. 
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Conclusion 

7. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 
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Any response to this action should be mailed to: 



Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 
www.uspto.gov 

or faxed to: 

(571) 273-8300, (for formal communications intended for entry) 
Or: 

(571) 273-7290 (for informal or draft communications, please label 
"PROPOSED" or "DRAFT") 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should 
be directed to Reuben M. Brown whose telephone number is (571) 272-7290. The examiner can normally 
be reached on M-F (9:00-6:00), First Friday off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Christopher Grant can be reached on (571) 272-7294. The fax phone numbers for the organization where 
this application or proceeding is assigned is (571) 273-8300 for regular communications and After Final 
communications. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained 
from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available 
through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Reuben M. Brown 
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